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SURFACE INSPECTION
COT.IPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Insoection:
Case Serial No; UT-@56-ZP
Operator: Georgia Pacific Eorporation
Project Description: Gypsurn mine
Legal Description: T. ZZ 5., R. 1 W.: T. ZS S.
District and Resource Area: Richfield, Sevier
Inspector: l.lichael Jackson, Bureau of Land
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An inspection was hetd at 6eorgia-pacific's gypsum mine nearsigurd. The purpose of the rneeting was to allow state of Utah,Bureau of solid and Hazardous waste gtaff to inspect the twodisposal sites: one crn unpatented mining claims, the other onpatented mining clairns. present, in addition to myself , were!

HoIland shepherd, Division of oilrGas, and Mining
Roy Van os, Bureau of solid and Hazardous wastel'|ark Novak, Division of solid and Hazardous trlaste
Bob Shaj a:y t Georgia-pacific Corporation

No wall board is presently being produced at the plant. Allgypsum is being mined for plaster at present. No gypsurn iscurrently being rnined in the sigurd area. Rock/cre is beinghauled from the san Rafael swel I area by contract to the siturdplant. Mining is expected to resume in the sigurd area in thefuture.

The disposal site on
W., is used primarily
being manufacutred at

The site on patented
is grad primarily lor

unpatented clairns, in Sec. S, T. 25 S., R. 1
for waste/reject wallboard. Since none igpresent, none is being disposed.

land, Crescent claims in T. ZZ 9., R. 1 W.,
dispocing wrste plester.

we inspected the two locations. The unpatented site appears toharre been cleanec up since the last inspection, It wes visibiyless trashy. trle discussed with the cornpany that we would like toprevent the expansion -pf the disposal site. hle discussedconcentrating t.he djllfosal on the northeast portion of the site.Mr. shajary catEl*t(ea. The co,npany would also like to post signsto keep the pr-lFlic from using the site. I agreed, but stated itshould be authorized by the BLM, and Mark Novak stated he wouldmake it part of the State permit.

The state staff did not see any serioug problems with thc site.The naterial is essentially the Eame as the bedrock in the arer.Pogsible surface/ground water pollution could be increesing thetotal dissotved solids in the water. Also, dust could be aproblem. At present the material has ,,set,' and hardened afterrecent rains in the area.



The patented site was also inspected. It has had some racent
disposal of plaEter. The company agreed to concentrate the
disposal at the head of a smal I drainage on the south side and to
create a diversion channel for surface runoff as needed.

The State will proceed with permitting. 6eorgia-Pacific and the
State will provide the BLM with copies of correspondence related
to the permitting.
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